LAW QFFICES

May, ADAM, GERDES & THOMPSON LLP

S03 SOUTH PIERRE STREET

F.O. BOX i60

PIERRE, SOUTH DAKOTA B7501-0180

DAVID A, GEADES SIMCE 881

CHARLES M. THOMPSON

wWww.magt.com

ROBERT B, ANDERSOH

TIMOTHY M. ENGEL Qctober 18, 2007

MICHAEL F. SHAW
NEIL FULTOHN

BRET? KOENECKE
CHRISTINA L. FISCHER
BRITTAKNY ,, NODVOTHY

Judy Feddersen

Hughes County Clerk of Courts
P.O. Box 1238

Pierre, South Dakota 57501-1238

RE: MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES COMPANY;
APPEAL
Supreme Court File No: 24448
Hughes County CIV06-372
Our file: 0069

Dear Judy:

OF COUNSEL
THAOMAS C. ADAM

RETIRED
WARREN W. MAY

GLENN W, MARTENS :8B(-1862
KARL GOLDSMITH 1B&5-1966
ARENT A, WiILBUR 1845-2006

TELEPHONE
605 224.803

TELECOPIER
0% pEs-E6289

E-MAIL
dag@magt.com

REGEIVED
OET 1 9 007

SOUTH DAKOTA PuR)
UTILITIES COMMIS Lo

BOWDLE LARGE LOAD

Enclosed is cur firm’s check in the amount of $111.50 in
payment of costs taxed by the South Dakota Supreme Court in

this appeal.

their interests may appear.

Yours truly,

MAY, ADAM, GERDES & THOMPSON LLP

Enclogure
cc/enc: Gﬁg; J. Smith

Carlyle Richards
Darla Pollman Rogers
Don Ball

Dan Kuntz

Please dispense the funds to the appellees as



QECEVED v tue supreme court WO NMOT REMIT PAYMENT

VLD e TO THIS OFFICE

OCT 1 g 200 See SDCL 15-30-8.1
SOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC sTaTe OF sourn pakota  for time and manner
UTILITIES COMMISSIO R e e % of p@ym@ni

IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION OF
MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. FOR
APPROVAL TO PROVIDE ELECTRICAL
SERVICE FOR THE NEW NORTH CENTRAL
FARMERS ELEVATOR TO BE LOCATED
NEAR BOWDLE, SOUTH DAKOTA.

NO. 24448

STATEMENT OF TAXATION OF
COSTS AND FEES

[ .

Oral ArguUmEIIE . . o . ittt it e e e $30.00
Trial Clerk’s fee to certify record

..................................

Printing brief (Appellees FEM Electric Association, SD Rural
Electric Association and North Central Farmers
Blevator) ... .. e e e $81.90
Supreme Court £iling fee . ... . . e e

Transcript COBE . ... e e e e

AtLormey feeE . . . e e e e e e e et e e e e e

Costs and/or attorney fees taxed and allowed this 17th day of
October, 2007, at One-hundred, Eleven and 90/100 Dollars in favor

of Appellees against Appellant.

Cli;%?if the Supr Court
W —

“beputy




